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quent improvement and good work on the part of delinquent. As-
only small accounts could be expected to be realised, they were not
in favour of maintaining separate accounts. The Ministry of
States were totally against the proposals. In their view the propo-
sals were unnecessary if unsatisfactory per-on were effectively
weeded out in the early stages under the Temporary Service Rules.
They thought that the system would be ineffective tor the few
incorrigibles, who escaped such weeding out. The Ministry of
National Resources and Scientific Research were opposed to the
proposal on account of its adverse effect on the economy of the
family of low-paid staff in days of high prices, The Union
Public Service Commission drew attention to their earlier letter
dated 28-8-25 on the subject and stated that while fines could
be imposed on the inferior servants by authorities competent
to order reduction, removal, or dismissal, it would not be an
appropriate fcnnof penalty to be imposed on Ministerial staff.
This view was supported by the Ministry of Transport,
who desired that fine should be kept outside the purview of
Civil Services (Classification, Control and Appeal) Rules although
an appeal should be as in ordinary discipline cases. They were
not in favour of creating any fund as the relations were not like-
ly to be appreciable. The Ministries of Communications,
Commerce and Industry and Works Housing and Supply were
against the proposals on the ground that indiscipline was only a
passing phase and that the existing penalties were sufficient to>
meet the situation.